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B^?ARKS/ ARGUMENTS 


The specification has been amended to overcome the 
specific objections including the objection under 35 u.S.C. 
132 (a) . The amendment regarding the pivot axis is now descritfed 
relative to Figure 17 that illustrates this structure. No n^w 
subject matter has been added. The claims have been amended to 
overcome the language objections. ,^ 

The indication of allowable subject' matter with respect 
to claim 25 is appreciated. This claim has now -been written in 
independent format and, as such, is believed to be allowable. In 
addition, as claims 2,6 through 29 depend from claim 25, th^^e 
claims are also believed to be allowable. f. 

i =' 

Former claim 1 in the application h^s been cancelled a^d 
former claim 11 has b6en amended to include the general siibject 
matter of former dependent claims 12, 16 and 17 . ' I 

/ 

V 

Former claim 11 did not include a carrier for eaiti 
implement which was pivotable and slidable relative to tie 
collar. This pivoting and sliding feature was claimed in 
dependent claim 12 and states that "each implement receiving' 
carrier is slidably and pivotably secured in a ' slot recess df . 
said implement receiving collar and is slidably and pivotab]^ 
moved between said storage position and said in use position. • 

y 

Former dependent claim 12 was rejected as being obviou^ 
over Cowley. The Examiner states that Cowley further disclos^ 
each implement receiving carrier is slidably (slidabi^, 
simultaneously with implement receiving collar 3) and pivotably; 
secured in a slot recess (slot defined as area between adjacewt 
inSJlement receiving carriers 5) of said implement receiving 
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collar 3 arid is slidably and pivotially moved between " said storage 
position and said in use position.; ' 

The claim states that the implement receiving carrier is 
slidably and pivotably secured in the slot recess of said 
implement receiving collar. There is no provision in .the Cowley 
reference of such a securement. The fact that the Cowley collar 
is slidable on the shaft does not render obvious the pivotable 
and slidable securement of each implement receiving carrier in "a 
slot of the iniplement receiving collar. in fact, the Cowley 
reference teaches away from this structure and requires .a 
slidable movement of the collar as well as a rotational movemefit 
of the collar to reposition the implements once they have been, 
aligned. The Cowley reference isj more difficult to operate and 
does not have a slot recess of I the collar with the carrier 
slidably and pivotably secured in the slot recess to effect 
movement between the storage position and the in use position. ' 

*■ 

u 

Furthermore, it is noted that the Cowley reference does; 
not use a drive shaft having an implement receiving socket at oris- 
end thereof as required in the claim. According to the Cowl^' 
reference, the drive shaft has an extending rearward flange 16 
adapted to engage a recess 11 in the special spindle 6^. 
Furthermore, the accessory of Cowley requires that the inclement 
9 is received in spindle 6 of the carrier that requires k 
separate bearing arrangement associated with the carrier t^ 
effect rotation of the special spindle 6. These components are 
not required according to the claimed invention as the, implement 
is received within the implement receiving socket of the driy^ . 
shaft as specifically set forth in the claim. It is therefori 
submitted that the Cowley reference does not render obvious 
amended claim 11 and the secondary reference of Carter does not 
overcome the deficiencies of the primary reference. 
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iia rejecting" claim 14, the Examiner has additionaa/;Ly 
cited, carter and the use of spring 25 for the purpose :ot 
providing releasable securement in any of the set of iinplein^.t 
receiving carriers 12, 13, 14 and 15. . The .Carter reference aid 
springs 26 function to provide a bias f orce . f or the carrier 'k>i 
each irc5>leinent 18 to move the carrier to the storage positiL 
shovm in Figure 2 where the spring 2 6 at the bottom of the Figure 
is in an extended position. The Carter reference, does nfet 
include an implement having a spring loaded cam means fL 
releasable securement in any of said ^implement receiving 
carriers. Cylindrical bores 12, 13, 14 a.nd ilS are not implement 
receiving carriers and there is certainly no Icam latch associated ' 
with each implement 18, for example, to effect releasable 
securement of the implement in the implement receiving carriel/ 
Furthejrraore, how would these carriers be jused in the CowlJy 
refere'nce? The spring 2 6 in the Carter refei|ence merely provides 
a bias force for a different purpose acting on shoulder 22 of tHe. 
tool holder 17 as opposed to the implement. I it is respectfully 
submitted that the rejection of claim 14 should be withdrawn. : 


In rejecting claim 15, the Examiner argues that tli 
implements are slidable within the carrier 5.' it is respectfully 
submitted that although this may be true, there is no suggestioh 
or teaching how this slide feature could be incorporated in tlfe. 
Cowley structure. In the Cowley structure, the implements must', 
Pivot about a fixed pivot point of the collar and there is ^ 
need in the Cowley reference to provide any sliding movement o'f 
an implement relative to the collar or its carrier as the collar 
itself is slidable and rotatable on the drive shaft. ' \ 

t 
*c 

It is respectfully submitted that the .Carter reference 
operates on an" entirely different principle from the Cowlei 
reference and that a person skilled in the art would eithe^ 
accept the Cowley pivoting and slidable collar arrangement or the 
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slide loading - 2?otata£ie feaiture of Carter. These 'structur^ 
operate on entirely different principles and are not compatible 
one with the other. 

The Cowley reference requires projections for extendihg' 
laterally from each side of the head piece 3. Each holder 5 hks 
a special spindle 6, one end of which is in the form of a clutch 
or clamp adapted to be controlled by a nut 8 to hold and secuire 
the tool 9 in the spindle. The opposite end of the spindle is 
formed with a projecting head 10 having a transverse central sl^t 
11. The bearing and special spindle are not required by tie 
present structure. "> 

i 

j Claim 17 requires that eaoh implement receiving carri-l^^' 

has an elongate shank connecting the distal end and piv^t 
s^curement end and further requires that the distal end has an 
outwardly extending flange which includes the implement receiving 
port. As clearly shown in the cross 'section of Figure 5 of 
Cowley, the only port provided for receiving of an implement is 
provided at the one end 7 of the special spindle 6. The carri^ 
5 holds a special spindle, however, there is no port in btje 
distal end thereof which corresponds to the iirplement receiving 
port as claimed. it is clear that the Cowley reference requires 
that the holder 5 provide a secondary spindle and that thi^ 
spindle which is bearingly mounted on the holder 5, includes 
arrangement for engaging an implement. Furthermore, as claim 1^7 
is dependent upon claim 16, the pivot securement end opposite tlie.. 
distal end of the carrier, is slidably attached to the iir^iement 
receiving collar. As previously argued, it is clear that th^. 
implement receiving carrier of Cowley is pivotally secured and is 
fixed against sliding movement relative to the collar. ' 
Reconsideration of this rejection is requested. 
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in view o~f the ai^ove, reconsideration and allowance 6f 


the application is requestisd. 


Respectfully s\ibmitted, 




WH/sdw 


Agent on b&half o 
S. Warren Hall 
Registration No. 30,350 
(416) 368-8313 
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